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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the original filing of 6-21-2007. Claims 1-20 
are pending and have been considered below: 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 10-12, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yung et al (2004/0032430A1 ) in view of Blumenau (6839747 BP and 
Burke(5613154). 

Claim 1: Yung discloses a storage network comprising: 

an interface manager communicatively coupled to each of the data access drivers and 
transfer robotics , the interface manager aggregating configuration information for the 
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data access drivers and transfer robotics in the automated storage system (Page 2, 
Paragraph 12), (Page 5, Paragraph 71); 

an interface application provided in computer readable storage at the interface 
manager, the interface application generating user interface rendering data for the 
configuration information (Page 1, Paragraph 8) and; 

an automated storage system including data access drivers that perform read or write 
operations on a storage media (Page 3, Paragraph 42), But does not explicitly disclose 
that transfer robotics transfer the storage media to the data access drives, However 
Burke discloses a system and method for management of transient data storage and 
further discloses and further discloses transfer robotics moving media to the driver 
(abstract; Column 2, Lines 12-40). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art in the invention to have the transfer robotics that also move the 
media to the drivers in Yung as taught by Burke. One would have been motivated to use 
the transfer robotics to also transfer media to the storage device to provide improve 
data management allowing user to monitor and control multiple storage 
medium/devices. 

a graphical user interface operatively associated wit the interface application, the 
graphical user interface outputting the configuration information in accordance with the 
user interface rendering data (Page 6, Paragraph 75). But does not explicitly disclose 
receiving user input to change access permissions for hosts to the data access drives 
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and the transfer robotics. However Blumenau discloses a user interface for managing 
storage system and further discloses access permissions being defined in the graphical 
user interface (abstract). Therefore it would have been obvious to have access 
permissions associated with the entire or individual devices of the system of Yung as 
taught by Blumenau because this a well known technique that is recognized as an 
ordinary capability of one skilled in the art. 

Claim 2: Yung, Burke and Blumenau disclose a storage network as in Claim 1 above 
and further discloses an interface application receiving the configuration information 
from a management pipeline at the interface manager (Yung: Page 4, Paragraph 49). 

Claim 3: Yung, Burke and Blumenau disclose a storage network as in Claim 1 above 
and further disclose the interface application including a state machine to determine a 
state of the data access drivers and transfer robotics based at least in part on the 
configuration information (Yung: Page 4, Paragraph 55). 

Claim 4: Yung. Burke and Blumenau disclose a storage network as in Claim 1 above 
and further discloses the interface application including a render engine to generate the 
user interface rendering information (Yung: Page 4, Paragraph 49). 



Claim 6: Yung, Burke and Blumenau disclose a storage network as in Claim 1 above 
and but does not explicitly disclose displaying access permissions for the data access 



Application/Control Number: 10/757,762 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2174 

drives and transfer robotics in table format. However Yung does disclose displaying 
instrument controls in a table format (Fig 5B and 5C) and Blumenau discloses a user 
interface for managing storage system and further discloses access permissions being 
defined in the graphical user interface (abstract). Therefore it would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add the access 
permissions in the table list of the modified Yung as taught by Blumenau. One would 
have been motivated to add the access permissions to the table display in order to 
show a listing of available instruments and security clearance of use. 



Claim 7: Yung, Burke and Blumenau disclose a storage network as in Claim 1 above 
and further disclose user input to deny and grant access permissions for the host to the 
data access drivers and transfer robotics (Blumenau: abstract; Column 17, Lines 44- 
60). 

Claims 8 and 17: Yung discloses an automated storage system and method linked to a 
graphical user interface and method comprising: 

generating a user Interface rendering data at the interface manager (Page 2, Paragraph 
12); and 

displaying the configuration information in an application window at the graphical user 
interface in accordance with the user interface rendering data (Page 5, Paragraph 71); 
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aggregating configuration information at an interface manager for a plurality of system 
devices(Page 1, Paragraph 8) but does not explicitly disclose including data access 
drives that receive movable storage media from transfer robotics in an automated 
storage system. Burke discloses a system and method for management of transient 
data storage and further discloses and further discloses transfer robotics moving media 
to the driver (abstract; Column 2, Lines 12-40). Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art in the invention to have the transfer robotics that also 
move the media to the drivers in Yung as taught by Burke. One would have been 
motivated to use the transfer robotics to also transfer media to the storage device to 
provide improve data management allowing user to monitor and control multiple storage 
medium/devices. 

Yung also does not explicitly disclose receiving user input in the application window to 
change access permissions of hosts to the access drives and transfer robotics. 
However Blumenau discloses a user interface for managing storage system and further 
discloses access permissions being defined in the graphical user interface (abstract). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to have access permissions associated with the 
entire or individual devices of the system of Yung as taught by Blumenau because this a 
well known technique that is recognized as an ordinary capability of one skilled in the 
art. 
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Claim 10: Yung. Burke and Blumenau disclose an automated storage system as in 
Claim 8 above and further disclose displaying the access permissions for the system 
devices in the application window (Blumenau: abstract; Column 17, Lines 44-60). 

Claim 11: Yung. Burke and Blumenau disclose an automated storage system linked to 
a graphical user interface and method as in Claim 8 above and further discloses 
receiving the user input in the application window to grant and deny the hosts access to 
the data access drives and the transfer robotics (Blumenau: abstract; Column 17, Lines 
44-60). 

Claim 12: Yung. Burke and Blumenau disclose an automated storage system linked to 
a graphical user interface and method as in Claim 8 above and further discloses 
receiving management commands for the system devices based on user input at the 
application window (Yung:* Page 5, Paragraph 66-71). 

Claim 18: Yung. Burke and Blumenau disclose a method as in Claim 17 above and 
further disclose user selections from the graphical user interface to add and remove 
drives from the system devices (Blumenau: abstract; Column 17, Lines 44-60). 

3. Claims 5, 9,13-16 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yung et al (2004/0032430A1 ). Blumenau (6839747 BP and 
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Burke(5613154) as applied to Claims 1 , 8 and 1 7 above in further view of Dimitroff (US 
6212606B1) . 

Claim 5 and 9: Yung. Burke and Blumenau disclose a storage network as in Claims 1 
and 8 above and does not explicitly disclose a graphical user interface displaying a 
logical map of the data access drivers and transfer robotics. However Dimitroff 
discloses security and access parameters (Column 3, Lines 34-54), (Column 4, Lines 6- 
67), (Column 5, Lines 1-60) which perform the same action as a logical map, which is 
enabling and disabling user access of system devices. Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to show the 
security and access parameters in the graphical user interface of Yung. One would 
have been motivated to show the security and access parameters for security and to 
give the user recognition of areas allowed to be modified. 

Claim 13: Yung, Burke and Blumenau disclose an automated storage system linked to 
a graphical user interface and method as in Claim 8 above but does not explicitly 
disclose copying all access permissions for a first host selection to a second host 
selection in the application window. However Yung does disclose cut, copy and paste 
functions the application window (Fig 5B and 5C) and Dimitroff discloses the security 
and access parameters for a storage system containing host and devices having shared 
capabilities (Column 3, Lines 34-54), (Column 4, Lines 6-67), (Column 5, Lines 1-60), 
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(Fig. 1). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skills in the art at 
the time of the invention to allow the access and security parameters of the first host to 
be copied to a second host in the modified Yung as taught by Dimitroff . One would have 
been motivated to copy access permissions in order to allow the two host shared 
access and security improving functionality of the system. 

Claim 14: Yung, Burke and Blumenau disclose an automated storage system linked to 
a graphical user interface and method as in Claim 8 above but does not explicitly 
disclose removing all access permissions for at least one host selection in the 
application window. However Yung does disclose cut, copy and paste functions the 
application window (Fig 5B and 5C) and Dimitroff discloses the security and access 
parameters for a storage system containing the shareability of the host and devices 
(Column 3, Lines 34-54), (Column 4, Lines 6-67), (Column 5, Lines 1-60), (Fig. 1). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skills in the art at the time 
of the invention to allow removing of access and security parameters of a host in the 
modified Yung as taught by Dimitroff. One would have been motivated to remove 
access permissions in order to allow improved user operability to edit, reorder or allow 
open access to. that host. 

Claim 15: Yung, Burke and Blumenau disclose an automated storage system linked to 
a graphical user interface and method as in Claim 8 above but does not explicitly 
disclose copying all access permissions for a first device selection to a second device 
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selection in the application window. However Yung does disclose cut, copy and paste 
functions the application window (Fig 5B and 5C) and Dimitroff discloses the security 
and access parameters for a storage system containing the shareability of the host and 
devices (Column 3, Lines 34-54), (Column 4, Lines 6-67), (Column 5, Lines 1-60), (Fig. 
1 ). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skills in the art at the 
time of the invention to allow the access and security parameters of the first device to 
be copied to a second device in the modified Yung as taught by Dimitroff . One would 
have been motivated to copy access permissions in order to allow the two host shared 
access and security improving functionality and efficiency of the system. 

Claim 16: Yung, Burke and Blumenau disclose an automated storage system linked to 
a graphical user interface and method as in Claim 8 above but does not explicitly 
disclose removing all access permissions for at least one device selection in the 
application window. However Yung does disclose cut, copy and paste functions the 
application window (Fig 5B and 5C) and Dimitroff discloses the security and access 
parameters for a storage system containing the shareability of the host and devices 
(Column 3, Lines 34-54), (Column 4, Lines 6-67), (Column 5, Lines 1-60), (Fig. 1). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skills in the art at the time 
of the invention to allow removing of access and security parameters of a device in the 
modified Yung as taught by Dimitroff . One would have been motivated to remove 
access permissions in order to allow improved user operability to edit, reorder or allow 
open access to that host. 



If ' ■ • 

Application/Control Number: 10/757,762 Page 11 

Art Unit: 2174 

Claim 19: Yung. Burke and Blumenau disclose a user selection from the graphical user 
interface to edit access permissions to the system devices as in Claim 18 above but 
does not explicitly disclose copying and pasting access permissions for a first host 
selection to a second host selection in the application window. However Yung does 
disclose cut, copy and paste functions in the application window (Fig 5B and 5C) and 
Dimitroff discloses the security and access parameters for a storage system containing 
the shareability of the host and devices (Column 3, Lines 34-54), (Column 4, Lines 6- 
67), (Column 5, Lines 1-60), (Fig. 1). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skills in the art at the time of the invention to allow the access and 
security parameters of the first host to be copied to a second host in the modified Yung 
as taught by Dimitroff . One would have been motivated to allow copy and pasting of 
access permissions to add efficiency to the process. 

Claim 20: Yung. Burke and Blumenau disclose a user selection from the graphical user 
interface to edit access permissions to the system devices as in Claim 18 above but 
does not explicitly disclose copying and pasting access permissions for a first system 
device to a second system device. However Yung does disclose cut, copy and paste 
functions in the application window (Fig 5B and 5C) and Dimitroff discloses the security 
and access parameters for a storage system containing shareability of the host and 
devices (Column 3, Lines 34-54), (Column 4, Lines 6-67), (Column 5, Lines 1-60), (Fig. 
1 ). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skills in the art at the 



Application/Control Number: 10/757,762 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2174 

time of the invention to allow the access and security parameters of the first device to 
be copied to a second device in the modified Yung as taught by Dimitroff . One would 
have been motivated to allow copy and pasting of access permissions to add efficiency 
to the process. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to Claim 1 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection, as necessitated by Applicants amendment to 
Claim 1. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 8 and 17 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection, as necessitated by Applicants 
amendment to Claims 8 and 17. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sherrod Keaton whose telephone number is 571) 270- 
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1697. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. thru Fri. and alternating Fri. off 
(EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, KRISTINE KINCAID can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-3800. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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